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1 . This is in response to Appellants' Reply Brief filed 09/03/04. 

2. Status of Amendments After Final 

The appellant's statement of the status of amendments after final rejection 
contained in the brief is correct. 

Note: The examiner would like to apology to the appellant for the typo made in the 
original Examiner Answer mailed on 06/30/04. 

3. The examiner would also like to reiterate that all the rejections (pages 7-18 in 
Examiner Answer mailed on 06/30/04) are ISSUES ON APPEAL. All these rejections 
had been presented to appellant many times before, and appellant had presented 
argument on all the rejections before, therefore, none should be considered as a new 
ground of rejection. 

Further, appellant had the opportunities to comment on all the rejections when 
filing the Appeal Brief on 04/01/04 and the Reply Brief on 09/03/04, and all the issues 
raised in the Appeal Brief and the Reply Brief had been addressed in the Examiner 
Answer dated on 06/30/04. 



